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a & ASSOCIATION of
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July 12,2011

302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300 & Phoenix, Arizona 85003
Phone (602) 254-6300 A FAX (602) 254-6490
Email: mag@mag.maricopa.gov A Website: www.mag.maricopa.gov

TO: Members of the MAG Building Codes Committee
FROM: Ken Sowers, Avondale, Chair

SUBJECT: MEETING NOTIFICATION AND TRANSMITTAL OF TENTATIVE AGENDA

Wednesday, July 20, 201 | - 2:00 pm

Avondale Civic Center

Sonoran Conference Room — first floor, main lobby

| 1465 W. Civic Center Drive, Avondale

South of the Southeast Corner of Avondale Blvd. and Van Buren St.

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE MEETING WILL BE HELD OFFSITE

A meeting of the MAG Building Codes Committee (BCC) has been scheduled for the time
and place noted above. Members of the MAG Building Codes Committee may attend in
person, by videoconference or by telephone conference call. Those attending by telephone
conference call must make arrangements with Steve Gross at MAG at (602) 254-6300 at least
one day prior to the meeting.

Visitor parking is available in the surface parking lot adjacent to the building. Refer to the
enclosed map.

Pursuant to Title Il of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), MAG does not discriminate
on the basis of disability in admissions to or participation in its public meetings. Persons with a
disability may request a reasonable accommodation, such as a sign language interpreter, by
contacting Jami Garrison at the MAG office. Requests should be made as early as possible to
allow time to arrange for accommodation.

Please be advised that under procedures approved by the MAG Regional Council on June 26,
1996, all MAG committees must have a quorum to conduct business. A quorum is a simple
majority of the membership, or |2 people for the MAG Building Codes Committee. If you
are unable to attend the meeting, please send a proxy from your jurisdiction or agency to
represent you.

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact Scott Wilken at
(602) 254-6300 or swilken@azmag.gov.



TENTATIVE AGENDA
MAG Building Codes Committee Meeting
July 20, 201 |

Call to Order
Introductions

May 18, 201 | Meeting Minutes

Call to the Audience

Members of the public may request to speak
on items that fall under the jurisdiction of the
MAG Building Codes Committee (BCC) and
are not scheduled on the agenda; or, on
items on the agenda for discussion but not for
action. A total of |5 minutes will be provided
for the Call to the Audience, with a limit of
three minutes per speaker, unless the Chair
requests an exception to this limit. Those
requesting to comment on action agenda
items may be provided an opportunity to do
so at the time the agenda item is heard.

Comments From the Committee

An opportunity will be provided for Building
Codes Committee members to present a
brief summary of current events.  The
Building Codes Committee is not allowed to
propose, discuss, deliberate or take action at
the meeting on any matter in the summary,
unless the specific matter is properly noticed
in accordance with the Arizona Open
Meeting Law.

Green Building Codes

Cities are beginning to adopt the International
Green Construction Code (IGCC) as a
commitment towards green communities.
Related documents have received public input
and have recently been adopted in Phoenix
and Scottsdale as a voluntary building code.

2. For information.

3. Review and approve the minutes of

the May 18, 201 | meeting.

4. For information and discussion.

5. For information and discussion.

6. For information and discussion.



Roger Rotundo, City of Phoenix and
Anthony Floyd, City of Scottsdale participated
in the latest national code development
hearings. They will discuss the impact of the
code as it becomes ratified this year by the
International Code Council as a building
industry consensus-based model code. An
overview of the latest development and status
of the IGCC and the National Green Building
Standard (ICC 700) will be provided.

7. Updated MAG Building Codes Committee 7. For information and discussion.
Membership

We are requesting that Committee members
review Attachment One, Committee Roster,
sent with this agenda. Please forward any
changes to Scott Wilken prior to the meeting
or provide them at the meeting.

8. Update Survey of Code Adoption 8. For information and discussion.

Attachment Two identifies the codes that
member agencies have adopted. Please
review this information and provide any
updates or corrections to Scott Wilken.

9. Topics for Future Agendas 9. For information and discussion.

Potential topics for the next meeting will be
discussed. Please think of any items of
discussion or presentations that you would be
interested in hearing about at future meetings.

The next meeting of the MAG Building Codes
Committee is scheduled for Wednesday
August |7, 201 | at 2:00 p.m.

Due to construction at the MAG offices, the
next meeting will be held in the Sonoran
Conference Room at the Avondale Civic
Center, 11465 W. Civic Center Dirive,
Avondale.

0. Adjournment



MINUTES OF THE
MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
BUILDING CODES COMMITTEE

May 18, 2011

Maricopa Association of Governments Office
Cholla Room
Phoenix, Arizona

COMMITTEE MEMBERS
Steven Hether, Mesa, Chair
Ken Sowers, Avondale

Phil Marcotte, Buckeye

*Mike Tibbett, Carefree
*Mike Baxley, Cave Creek
V-Martin Perez, Chandler
*Mary Dickson, El Mirage
*Peter Johnson, Fountain Hills
*John Smith, Gila Bend

*Jo Rene DeVeau, Gila River Indian
Community

A-Ray Patten, Gilbert

Tom Paradise, Glendale

OTHERS IN ATTENDANCE

Jami Garrison, MAG

Steve Gross, MAG

Cindy Stotler, Phoenix

Dustin Schroff, Scottsdale

Josh Robertson, Salt River Project
A — Ben Cox, Gllbert

*Those members neither present nor
represented by proxy.

A-Those members participating via
audioconference

V-Those members participating via
videoconference

Ed Kulik, Goodyear

*Chuck Ransom, Litchfield Park

Tom Ewers, Maricopa County

*Bob Lee, Paradise Valley

*Dennis Marks, Peoria

Tom Wandrie for Julie Belyeu, Phoenix
A-Dean Wise, Queen Creek

Michael Clack, Scottsdale

A-Michael Williams, Tempe

Dale Crandell for Mario Rochin, Tolleson
Rick DeStefano, Wickenburg

Jackson Moll, Home Builders Association

V-Dave Nakagawara, Chandler
V-Mike DeWys, Chandler

V- Kim Clark Chandler

Bill King, Goodyear

Mike Smith, Terracon Consultants



Call to Order

Steven Hether, Chairman, called to order the May 18, 2011 meeting of the MAG Building
Codes Committee (BCC) at 2:02 p.m.

Introductions
Voting members Michael Williams, Ray Patten, and Dean Wise attended via telephone
conference call. Martin Perez attended via videoconference. All members introduced

themselves.

January 19, 2011 Meeting Minutes

It was moved by Michael Clack, seconded by Tom Ewers and unanimously recommended to
approve the January 19, 2011 meeting minutes.

Call to the Audience

There were no comments from the audience.

Comments From the Committee

There were no comments from the Committee members.

AZBO Amendments

The Chair announced that the Committee’s recommendation regarding the Arizona Building
Officials (AZBO) amendments was approved by the MAG Regional Council. The
recommendation was to encourage all member agencies to review the AZBO amendments and
determine if they were a fit for the communities as they move forward with adoption of new
editions of the Code.

City of Phoenix Self-Certification Program

Cindy Stotler, City of Phoenix, discussed the City’s pilot self-certification program that has
been in effect since June, 2010.. She announced that the City had concluded that the pilot
program was so successful that an expanded version of the program would be going into effect
in June, 2011. The program eliminates the regular plan review process, but it does not eliminate
the entire plan review process, contrary to what had been reported in some news sources.

Ms. Stotler continued by outlining the requirements for eligibility. Registered architects and
structural engineers who have been registered in the State of Arizona for three years may enroll
in a two-day self-certification class conducted by the City. Upon completion of the class they
are eligible to conduct their own code reviews. Typically one person from an architectural firm
will become registered in this program, and they will then conduct the code reviews of the
designs within their firms. Permits are issued immediately and construction may start, but the
City has 30 days to complete an audit and report back to the design firm.



In the pilot program, structures were limited to a maximum size of 25,000 square feet.
Approximately 40 projects were submitted to the pilot program. The pilot projects were audited,
and only one audited design failed to meet the standards applied by the audit. The City still has
“eyes on” the actual construction throughout.

The program expansion will now permit projects of greater than 25,000 square feet however it
cannot be used on buildings or sites classified as Mid-Rise, High-Rise, Historic Preservation,
Hillside, or FEMA Special Floodplain Hazard Area. It also cannot be used on properites with or
designed to provide a basement. All plans over 25,000 square feet will be audited, and the
results will be provided to the design firm within 30 days. All projects regardless of size must
provide a “hold harmless™ letter for the City, proof of liability insurance, and certifications with
seals from the reviewer and all design professionals involved that they have reviewed the
designs. The project owner must also certify that they are aware of the self-certification program
and of the project’s submission to the program.

Ken Sowers raised a situation that might occur if a permit was issued and construction began
before an audit uncovered something that needed correction. He questioned what would happen
if the disallowed phase had already been put in place or otherwise committed. Ms. Stotler
replied that the City would be working with the designers to remove the phase or revise or
change the plan, but the corrections would have to be made regardless. She also stated that
during the course designers learned that this situation could occur. Mr. Sowers asked if the
scenario he described had actually occurred during the pilot program and Ms. Stotler replied it
had not. Tom Wandrie pointed out that most of the jobs that have come in have been tenant
improvements and most of those have been done as “permit by inspector”, which is an almost
identical process. Those were the ones that were done by inspection anyway. Mr. Wandrie
remarked that the real test will come with the next phase of the program when larger structures
are self-certified. The problems may not come only because something is “in the ground”;
materials may be on order, for instance. So it could prove very expensive, but that should mean
that the plans that do come in will have been more thoroughly reviewed before they are
submitted for audit, which should only work to everyone’s benefit.

Tom Paradise questioned the difference between an audit and a plan review. Ms. Stotler replied
that it was, but there is also an audit report and the audit report is scored. If a firm fails three
audits within a year they are out of the program. Mr. Wandrie added that there are also field
inspections that are scored. If there are deficiencies that total five points that automatically
triggers an audit. That triggers a plan review. The corrections are sent to the applicant, and also
to the field inspectors.

Dean Wise asked if the program had built in any cost of conducting the audits. Ms. Stotler
responded that the cost to attend the class during the pilot program was $1,500, and that about
43 architects and engineers had taken the class in the first year and about another 20 signed up
for the May class. They pay a regular permit fee and a ten percent surcharge to cover the costs
associated with the audit. In the new program, for the automatic audit on designs over 25,000
square feet, they will be charged only the regular plan review fee.

The Chair asked Ms. Stotler why the thirty-day time constraint had been chosen for the audits.
Ms. Stotler said that in conducting interviews with the architects, engineers, and developers, the
consensus was that if automatic audits were to be conducted they would need to be completed
quickly. Mr. Wandrie added that the time limits could always be adjusted if necessary. The
Chair asked if the contractors were aware that they were operating under a new program. Ms.
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Stotler replied that she wasn’t certain if the designers and engineers were communicating that
information to the contractors. Mr. Wandrie pointed out that the contractors don’t really have
any liability under this program.

Mr. Wise then asked if the City was proceeding under the assumption that the City of Phoenix
had no liability, and that the liability rests solely with the owner. Ms. Stotler replied that was the
case. She stated the Law Department had reviewed the documents, and many of the rules and
regulations were adopted from a similar program that has been in use at the City of Chicago for
over ten years. Chicago has over 300 architects and design professionals on their self-
certification list. Mr. Wise asked if the architects and engineers have said anything about what
they are having to deal with in terms of the liability insurance and the like. Ms. Stotler replied
that here have been some concerns expressed, but that she had attended a couple of meetings of
the Arizona Institute of Architects, where the audience was addressed by representatives of
insurance companies. Ms. Stotler said the insurance company representatives pointed out that
their liability began when they got their seal, and that didn’t change whether the City was doing
the review or they were self-certifying. Further, most of the big companies are reporting that it
is not making any difference to their insurance.

Ed Kulik asked what the typical turnaround time for the review has been. Ms Stotler responded
that a major plan first review is currently taking 35 to 40 days. Mr. Wandrie added that the
website still says 60 days, but that they are adjusting that value based on the workload.

Ken Sowers asked if this process included fire plan review and Ms. Stotler answered fire plan
review is separate. Mr. Wandrie added that the forms and letters used are available on the
website.

Michael Clack asked if the fire plan review uncovered something that needed to be changed
whether that would be covered under the self-certification agreement. Ms. Stotler answered that
in Phoenix, there is a separate fire access site approval review, and that has to have been
completed before the self-certification can begin. Mr. Clack then asked if there still needed to be
reviews for zoning, storm water, etc., then what advantage was there .to this program. Ms.
Stotler pointed out that if there were going to be, for example, zoning changes required, then the
project could still go through the conventional approval process. Mr. Clack suggested that the
self-certification program might be better suited to projects like tenant improvements and build-
outs. Ms. Stotler agreed, but mentioned that there are a couple of people with brand new
buildings who are right at preliminary site approval, and they want to do the building.

Dean Wise mentioned that historically, third-party reviews or even inspections have been
allowed, and he wondered if the architects and engineers were getting third-party reviews for
themselves. Ms. Stotler replied that Phoenix has a third-party review program in place, but it has
never really caught on, because the third-party reviewers haven’t done a good enough job of
getting the architects and engineers out of second or third corrections. Mr. Wandrie added that
the third-party reviewers also went through multiple review cycles internally, and so there was
little time saved as a result.

Ed Kulik asked if, given all the things that could go wrong, whether Phoenix expected this
program to catch all the problems, or just the major ones, leaving the remaining issues to be
identified during field inspections. Mr. Wandrie responded that the difference with self-
certification was that because the permits are being issued almost “over the counter”, the plans



need to be 100% complete before submission. With the conventional program, plans were
submitted at varying levels of completeness, and worked out during the review process.

Ed Kulik asked if the City had considered turning over engineers and architects to the Board of
Registry if lots of issues are uncovered during the audits, since they are certifying that the plans
are 100% correct. Mr. Wandrie replied that such would be true in any plan submission. Ms.
Stotler added that the issue had been discussed, but they haven’t had to kick anyone out of the
program yet.

Martin Perez asked if the City of Phoenix had participated in the program as an owner yet. Ms.
Stotler replied that there were a number of tenant improvements in City Hall and in the Human
Resources Building which had been done under the program. Mr. Perez then asked if Phoenix
knew the number of eligible project versus the number that had actually participated. Ms. Stotler
replied in the negative, but said that in Chicago the number was about 30% of eligible projects
went into self-certification.

Mike Smith requested and received permission from the Chair to ask a question. He asked what,
as a consulting engineer, he should be prepared for under this program that might be new or
different. Ms. Stotler replied that once permitted, the self-certified projects would not be treated
any differently from the traditional ones.

Dean Wise asked for confirmation that the self-certification program was only for plan review
and not for inspections, and Ms. Stotler confirmed that was true.

Ken Sowers remarked that for the first thirty days, the project would be working with a set of
plans that had not been approved. He then raised a case where a special inspection might be
performed and something improper received approval because of what was in the plan, and
asked if any liability would come back to the inspector as a result. Mr. Wandrie responded that
it would go back to the design professionals in that case. Ms. Stotler added that ultimately the
liability would lie with the owner, as they are told that they are being given an at-risk permit.

Martin Perez asked if Phoenix has any measurements of how the program has impacted
inspectors in terms of frequency of visits, or visits per day. Ms. Stotler replied that they had seen
no difference between self-certified projects and projects with traditional certification. She also
reminded the Committee that the City has no experience with projects over 25,000 square feet,
so they will have to see if there was any impact from the larger designs in the year to come.

Michael Clack asked what would happen if there was a set of plans that were just so egregious
on the self-certification, and the permit had already been issued. Ms. Stotler said the City would
be prepared to issue a stop work order and disqualify them from the program. Mr. Clack then
asked for confirmation that the program was only open to registered architects and structural
engineers, which Ms. Stotler confirmed.

Dean Wise asked if, before someone is accepted to perform self-certifications, there is any
checking with the Board of Technical Registration to see if the individual or the firm has had
any issues with the Board. Ms. Stotler said they did not do that, but the individuals do have to
sign legal statement that they have not been convicted of any felonies and a long list of similar
statements, and they must also provide a copy of their technical license.



The Chair asked if all the rules and regulations were available on the City website, and Ms.
Stotler responded that they were. Mr. Sowers asked if there was a summary of what was
covered in the two-day training session, and Ms. Stotler replied that the training was discipline-
specific.

Ed Kulik asked if any research had been done on how much revenue or loss of revenue would
accrue to the City. Ms. Stotler replied that since much of the interest is in the larger projects, the
City did not expect to see a loss of revenue. Mr. Wandrie added that the audit surcharge would
cover the additional expenses associated with the audit, and the permit fees are the same. Ms.
Stotler pointed out that since the smaller projects were typically done through “permit by
inspector”, there wouldn’t have been any plan review fees anyway.

Dean Wise remarked that the benefit to the customer was that they didn’t have to wait 30 to 100
days to get the permit, and they still pay the fees. Ms. Stotler agreed, saying that when the City
talked to their customers, the time was much more important than the fees.

Tom Paradise then asked about the ten percent surcharge. Mr. Wandrie replied that the ten
percent was an administrative fee for the audit. Mr. Paradise then questioned Mr. Wandrie’s
earlier statement that there was no difference in fees. Ms. Stotler corrected Mr. Wandrie’s
statement, restating that there is a ten percent surcharge on all self-certification permits. Ken
Sowers reiterated that the only real benefit to the customer is the savings in time.

Michael Clack requested that Ms. Stotler and Mr. Wandrie present to the Committee again in
the future to provide a progress report, and Ms. Stotler remarked that they would be happy to do
SO.

Mike Williams asked first how modification requests or alternative material requests would be
handled. Mr. Wandrie replied that such requests would have to be handled up front. Mr.
Williams then asked how the knowledge and interpretations of building officials are transferred
to the people performing the self-certifications, or is there a program to assist people with those
interpretations. Ms. Stotler replied that the City is currently assisting with the interpretations as
they want the self-certification program to be successful, and that the City will probably
continue the assistance for the first year. She also pointed out that if they are out in the field and
there needs to be a code modification then the City will charge for the code modification.

There being no further questions, the Chair thanked Ms. Stotler and Mr. Wandrie.

8. Appointments of Chair and Vice Chair of the MAG Building Codes Committee

Jami Garrison described the Chair and Vice Chair appointment process. She pointed out that
Steven Hether’s current term as Chair expires on June 30, 2011, and that he is “term-limited”,
as this is the conclusion of his second year in office. In accordance with MAG policy, Vice
Chair Ken Sowers will assume the chair on July 1, 2011, which will create a vacancy for the
Vice Chair position. Ms. Garrison invited those members interested in serving as Vice Chair to
submit a letter of interest to Mayor Thomas Schoaf, Chair of the MAG Regional Council. The
letter of interest should be submitted to the MAG offices following the information outlined in
Attachment One of the agenda. The Vice Chair will be appointed at the June 13, 2011 meeting
of the MAG Regional Council Executive Committee. Letters of interest should be submitted by
May 27, 2011. Committee members may submit letters of interest on their own behalf, or they



10.

may be submitted by the jurisdiction manager. Mr. Hether encouraged anyone interested to
apply.

Dean Wise voiced his thanks and appreciation to Mr. Hether for his efforts as Chair, and stated
he was confident that he was speaking for the Committee in this respect.

Updated MAG Building Codes Committee Membership

Jami Garrison announced that Mario Rochin was no longer with the City of Tolleson. With that
exception, the membership roster is correct and current. Members were encouraged to send any
changes to Ms. Garrison.

Update on Survey of Code Adoption Document

Steven Hether announced that the Mesa City Council has directed staff to move forward with
the 2009 edition of the Energy Code instead of the 2006 edition.

Tom Paradise stated that the City of Glendale has adopted the 2009 International Fire Code. The
survey shows Glendale is using the 2003 code. He said he believes the adoption of the 2009
code took place in late December 2010 or January 2011.

Ken Sowers asked if the City of Mesa was adopting anything other than the 2009 Energy Code.
Mr. Hether replied not at this time.

Tom Wandrie stated that the City of Phoenix has adopted Version 1 of the International Green
Construction Code with amendments and also the National LEED Building Standards. Mr.
Wandrie remarked that this is a voluntary code.

Steven Hether was asked if he knew what the effective date would be for the City of Mesa’s
adoption of the 2009 Energy Code. Mr. Hether replied that the adoption probably won’t occur
until after the City Council’s August break, and he believed there would then be a six-month
delay in the actual implementation after the adoption date.

Michael Clack stated that the City of Scottsdale recently adopted what the City refers to as the
Second Amendment to the 2006 Building Code. The City is still under the 2006 code, but there
is a new edition of the code coming out in 2012. Mr. Clack believes that the City will adopt that
code in 2012 or 2013.

Mr. Clack mentioned that there is a significant change in Scottsdale’s Second Amendment to the
2006 Code. Previously, construction activities were not permitted to commence until thirty
minutes before sunrise. Staff recommended that the start time be changed to 5:00 AM between
April 1 and October 31. Effectively, this would not be significantly different from before. The
City Council amended the staff recommendation to prohibit construction starting before 6:00
AM between April and October. Variances may be granted for activities such as concrete pours.
The City Council further instructed staff to develop a noise mitigation plan. Mr. Clack expects
to be working on that plan this summer and interviewing contractors. He stated that he would
also like to contact other members of the Committee for their ideas and input. He also
mentioned that the directive arose from citizen complaints about the noise from the backup
warning signals on construction vehicles.
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Mr. Clack also mentioned that in the past, the City of Scottsdale would collect a refundable
deposit that was equivalent to the cost of the building code permit fee for temporary Certificates
of Occupancy. The City is now retaining two hundred dollars of that deposit to cover
administrative expenses, because the City has had many temporary Certificates of Occupancy
that have “gone on and on”.

Topics for Future Agendas

The Chair announced that topics for future agendas could be sent to either Ken Sowers or Jami
Garrison.

Ms. Garrison announced that the MAG meeting rooms will be under renovation and
construction for the months of June, July and August. As a result meetings of the Building
Codes Committee during that period, as well as all other MAG committees, will be held in other
locations. MAG staff has secured meeting rooms in the offices of the Flood Control District of
Maricopa County at the Durango Complex, 28" Avenue and Durango Street. A map and
additional information will be provided prior to the next meeting.

Adjournment

Ken. Sowers made a motion to adjourn and Ed Kulik seconded the motion. The meeting was
adjourned at 2:52 PM.



ATTACHMENT ONE

MAG BUILDING CODES COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP AS OF
7/12/2011

Voting Members

Name Representing Telephone # Fax # E-mail Address
Ken Sowers (Chair) Avondale 623-333-4025 623-333-0401 ksowers@avondale.org
Michael Williams (Vice Chair) Tempe 480 350-8670 480 350-8677 michael_williams@tempe.gov
Phil Marcotte Buckeye 623-349-6200 623-349-6221 pmarcotte @buckeyeaz.gov
Mike Tibbett Carefree 480-488-1471 480 488-3845 mike@carefree.org
Mike Baxley Cave Creek 480-488-6637 480-488-2263 mbaxley@cavecreek.org
Martin Perez Chandler 480-782-3109 480-782-3110 martin.perez@chandleraz.gov
Mary Dickson El Mirage 623-876-2932 623-876-4607 mdickson@cityofelmirage.org
Peter Johnson Fountain Hills 480-816-5110 480-837-3145 pjohnson@fh.az.gov
Ray Patten Gilbert 480-503-6820 480-497-4923 ray.patten@gilbertaz.gov
Tom Paradise Glendale (623) 930-3143 (623) 915-2695 |tparadise@glendaleaz.com
Ed Kulik Goodyear 623-932-3910 623-932-1177 ekulik@goodyearaz.gov
Chuck Ransom Litchfield Park 623-935-4356 623-935-5427 building@litchfield-park.org
Tom Ewers Maricopa County 602-506-7145 602-506-3282 tomewers@mail.maricopa.gov
Steven Hether Mesa 480-644-2039 480-644-4900 steve.hether@mesaaz.gov
Bob Lee Paradise Valley 480-348-3631 480-951-3751 rlee@paradisevalleyaz.gov
Dennis Marks Peoria 623-773-7232 623-773-7233 dennis.marks@peoriaaz.gov
Julie Belyeu Phoenix 602-495-7346 602-495-5430 |julie.belyeu@phoenix.gov
Dean Wise Queen Creek 480-358-3009 480-358-3002 dean.wise@queencreek.org
Michael Clack Scottsdale 480-312-7629 480-312-9029 mclack@scottsdaleaz.gov
VACANT Surprise
Mario Rochin Tolleson 623-936-7111 623-936-7117 mrochin@tollesonaz.org
Rick DeStefano Wickenburg 928-684-5451 x513 602-506-1580 rdestefano@ci.wickenburg.az.us
Jim Fox Youngtown 623-933-8286 x117 623-209-3026 jfox@youngtownaz.org

Non-Voting Members

Name Representing Telephone # Fax # E-mail Address
Jackson Moll Home Builders Assn. 602-274-6545 480-556-5478 mollj@hbaca.org
Jim Ricker Town of Guadalupe 480-505-5380 480-730-3097  |jim@guadalupeaz.org

Alfonso Rodriguez

Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation

480-789-7740

480-789-7798

arodriguez@ftmcdowell.org

Michael McMillan

Brown and Associates

480-991-3751

480-596-5065

mac@brown-and-associates.net

Dennis Dixon (T)

Apache Junction

480-671-5156

480-982-7010

dennisdixion@ajcity.net

Scott Wilken

MAG

602-254-6300

602-452-5098

swilken@azmag.gov

(T) Temporary



Survey of Code Adoption

ATTACHMENT TWO

Existing Green Anticipated Anticipated Effective Date
Jurisdiction Building Mechanical | Plumk Electric Residential Fire Energy Building Fuel Gas Performance Construction Notes URL Adopted Date by |for 2009 ICC Codes (Month
Code Council and Year)
Avondale 2009 1IBC | 2009IMC | 20091PC | 2008NEC | 2009I1RC | 2003IFC | 2009 IECC 2009 IFGC Avondale  |February 2011 July 1, 2011
2006 Fuel Gas Code. Codes
Buckeye 2006 1BC | 2006IMC | 2006IPC | 2005NEC | 2006IRC | 2006IFC | 2006 IECC adopted 2/20/07, effective No plans to adopt 2009
7/1/07 Buckeye codes.
Carefree 20031BC | 2003IMC | 1994 UPC | 2002NEC | 2003IRC | 2003 IFC Codes became effective July 1, Not going to adopt, staying
2006 Carefree with 2003.
Cave Creek 2003 1BC | 2003IMC | 1994 UPC | 2002 NEC | 2003IRC | 2003IFC | 2003 IECC Cave Creek  |‘@nuary/February  lyyly 2010
Chandler 2009 1BC | 2009IMC | 20091PC | 2008 NEC | 2009IRC | 2006IFC | 2009IECC | 2009 IEBC |2009 IFGC Effective July 1, 2011 Chandler
1997 ICC/ANSI Accessibility Code
with Arizonans with Disabilities January/Februan
El Mirage 2006 1BC | 2006IMC | 20061PC | 2005NEC | 2006IRC | 2006IFC | 2006I1ECC | 2006IEBC | 2006 IFGC Act. New codes will go into effect | El Mirage |, v Y liuly 2010
Jan. 1, 2008 with city
amendments.
Codes adopted April 17, 2008
Fountain Hills | 2006 IBC 2006 IMC 2006 IPC 2005 NEC 2006 IRC 2006 IFC 2006 IECC with town amendments available No plans to adopt 2009
on Web site. Fountain Hills codes.
Gila Bend 1997 UBC | 1997UMC | 1997 UPC | 1999 NEC | 1997 UBC | 1997 UFC Just adopted 2006 IBC.
Gila River 2006 IBC | 2006IMC | 2006IPC | 2005NEC | 2006IRC | 2003 IFC None
Gilbert 2006 1BC | 2006IMC | 20061PC | 2005NEC | 2006IRC | 2006IFC | 2006 IECC 2006 IFGC ADAAG per state requirements ) No plans to adopt 2009
Gilbert No date codes.
With cit dments. Effecti
Glendale 20061BC | 2006IMC | 2006UPC | 2005NEC | 2006I1RC | 2009 IFC 2006 IEBC th city amendments. Eitective No date
Sept. 1, 2007 Glendale No date
2006
Goodyear 2006 IBC | 2006IMC | 1994 UPC | 2005NEC | 2006IRC | 2006 IFC . Adopted 5-14-2007.
Residential Goodyear
Guadalupe 1997 UBC | 1997 UMC | 1994 UPC | 1999 NEC | 1997 UBC | 1997 UFC Need phone #
2003 IFC
Litchfield Park| 2006 IBC | 2006IMC | 2006IPC | 2005NEC | 2006IRC | (waitingon | 2006 IECC 2006 IFGC Codes effective July 1, 2008
Avondale) Litchfield Park
Maricopa Effective date of 10-1-10,
Count P 2009 1BC | 2009IMC | 20091PC | 2008 NEC | 2009 IRC 2009 IFGC WITH MAG/AZBO AMENDMENTS Adopted August 18, |but with a grace period to 1
v Maricopa County |2010 1-11.
2006 1BC, IMC, IPC, IRC and 2005 Consideri
Mesa 2006 1BC | 2006IMC | 2006IPC | 2005NEC | 2006IRC | 2006 IFC 2006 IEBC | 2006 IFGC NEC will be effective 2/4/07. Did onsidering
adopting the 2009
not adopt the energy code.
Mesa IECC.
Paradise . January/February July 2011. Considering
2006 IBC | 2006IMC | 20061PC | 2005NEC | 2006IRC | 2006IFC | 2006 IECC 2006 IFGC Effective July 1, 2007
Valley ective Uy 4 Paradise Valley |2011 adopting the 2009 IECC.
Peoria 2006 IBC | 2006IMC | 20061PC | 2005NEC | 2006IRC | 2006 IFC 2006 IFGC Peoria January/February  |jyly 2010
2006 IFC w/ 2006 ICCP for
Phoenix 20061BC | 2006IMC | 2006 UPC | 2008NEC | 20061RC | °. - | 2006 IECC | 2006 IEBC | 2006 FGC | Buildings and Effective July 2, 2008
Facilities Phoenix No date No date
Queen Creek | 20061BC | 2006IMC | 2006 UPC | 2005NEC | 2006IRC | 2006IFC | 2006I1ECC | 2006 IEBC Effective Aug. 7, 2008 No plans to adopt 2009
Queen Creek codes.
salt River 20031BC | 2003IMC | 2003UPC | 2002 NEC | 2003IRC | 2003 IFC None Need phone #
Scottsdale 20061BC | 2006IMC | 2006IPC | 2005NEC | 2006I1RC | 2006IFC | 2006 IECC Effective Sep. 1, 2007, except IPC January/February
June 30, 2008 Scottsdale 2010 July 2010
] 2006 IEC w/
Surprise 2006 IBC | 2006IMC | 2006 IPC 2006 IRC | 2006IFC | 2006IECC | 2006 IEBC | 2006 IFGC Adopted June 28, 2007 )
2005 NEC Surprise January 2010 July 2010
Tempe 2006 1BC | 2006IMC | 20061PC | 2008 NEC | 2006IRC | 2006IFC | 2006IECC | 2006IEBC | 2006 IFGC Effective 1/12/2009 Tempe
2006 Fuel Gas Code, 2006 IPMC, Tolleson
Tolleson 2006 1BC | 2006IMC | 2006 IPC 20305 OZEECW/ 2006 IRC | 20061FC | 2006 IECC 2006 NEAC. Codes adopted Ja"“ar;’éizbmary July 2010

2/20/07, effective 7/1/07.

2006 IFC Amend.
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Survey of Code Adoption

ATTACHMENT TWO

Existing Green Anticipated Anticipated Effective Date
Jurisdiction Building Mechanical [ Plumbing Electric Residential Fire Energy Building Fuel Gas Performance Construction Notes URL Adopted Date by |for 2009 ICC Codes (Month
Code Council and Year)
. No plans to adopt 2009
Wickenburg 2006 IBC 2006 IMC 2006 IPC 2005 NEC 2006 IRC 2003 IFC 2006 IECC | 2006 IEBC | 2006 IFGC )
Wickenburg codes.
Youngtown 2006 IBC 2006 IMC 2006 IPC 2005 NEC 2006 IRC 2006 IFC 2006 IFGC Youngtown |November 2010 January 2011

This is intended to be used as a guide, for the selected codes, as to what other agencies have adopted or intend to adopt.

Last updated June 1, 2011 by Jami Garisson, MAG
Source: MAG Building Codes Committee Members

20f2



What Happens When Green Becomes

COde? “When you change codes, it means that
everyone can live in a green building;
e —— , everyone can have healthier air and live in a
ﬁlgcc space that’s consistent with their values.”
Russell Unger,

| INTERNATIONAL GREEN
@8 CONSTRUCTION CODE®

e NYC Green Codes Task Force
steering committee chair

PUBLIC VERSION 2.0, NOVEMBER 2010
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Green Building and Codes

Green Design

Codes

Energy

Indoor Environmental Quality

Energy Code

Mechanical Code

Materials

Building Code

Water Efficiency

Plumbing Code

Site Use

Planning Ordinances

The scope of building codes is expanding to address the health,
performance, comfort and services that people expect in buildings
with the least adverse impact on natural resources and environmental health.
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http://www.usgbc.org/members/usgbc.eps
http://www.iesna.org/
http://www.astm.org/index.shtml

- \ —_

ICC Code Development Process

Code Officials, Design Professionals, Trade Associations,
Builders/Contractors, Manufactures/Suppliers, Government Agencies




The International Green Construction Code Is

e Integrated: Designed to coordinate and integrate with the health and safety
features of existing I-Codes and existing rating systems such as LEED .

o Adaptable: As a “model” code, it can be adapted to address local conditions.
It requires adoption by a governing jurisdiction before it becomes law.

e Enforceable: Creates a regulatory framework for new and existing
commercial buildings. Rating systems awards point and are not written in the
form of enforceable codes.

® Organizational Framework

1. Baseline Requirements

\‘,‘ Minimum core requirements
. 7 < 2. Jurisdictional requirements

:(.'f « Jurisdiction may require enhanced measures
i 3. Project Electives

» Jurisdiction determine minimum number of
electives for the designer or owner to select from



SCOTTSDALE

Green Building
Verification Process

1. Project Qualification

= Plan Review Approval

2
3. Green Permit Issuance
4. Green Inspections

5. Green Certificate of Occupancy



Closing Gap between IgCC and LEED

Ceiling

LEED and
Other Green Rating Programs

Closing gap between
minimum code requirements
and criteria for LEED certification

International Green Construction Code

Raising the Standard of Care



Alignment of Market and Standards

Rating Programs

Government Policy

Standards & Codes

Market Supply & Demand

Green Awareness




City of Avondale Civic Center Location and Parking

Note: Avondale Blvd exit is closed

e From 101: exit McDowell Road, south
on 99th Ave, West on Van Buren St,
South on Avondale Blvd

G From 110: exit 99th Ave, south on
99th Ave, west on Van Buren St,
south on Avondale Blvd

Avondale Civic Center, 11465 W. Civic Center Drive, Avondale, 85323, 623-333-1200



City of Avondale Civic Center Location and Parking

b v Y.YD iES N s A
Avondale Civic Center, 11465 W. Civic Center Drive, Avondale, 85323, 623-333-1200
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